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SCHUR ROOTS AND TILTING MODULES OF ACYCLIC QUIVERS OVER
COMMUTATIVE RINGS

OSAMU IYAMA AND YUTA KIMURA

ABSTRACT. Let @ be a finite acyclic quiver and Aq the cluster algebra of Q. It is well-known that for
each field k, the additive equivalence classes of support tilting kQ-modules correspond bijectively with the
clusters of Ag. The aim of this paper is to generalize this result to any ring indecomposable commutative
Noetherian ring R, that is, the additive equivalence classes of 2-term silting complexes of RQ correspond
bijectively with the clusters of Ag. As an application, for a Dynkin quiver @, we prove that the torsion
classes of mod RQ corresponds bijectively with the order preserving maps from Spec R to the set of clusters.

1. INTRODUCTION

The class of silting complexes complements the class of tilting complexes from a point of view of
mutation, and parametrizes important structures in derived and module categories [KV, AI, BY]. Tilting
and silting theory of Noetherian R-algebras (that is, algebras over commutative Noetherian rings R which
are finitely generated R-modules) have been widely studied e.g. [Gn, IK1, IW, Ki].

The aim of this paper is to study silting complexes over the path algebra RQ of a finite acyclic quiver Q
over a commutative Noetherian ring R. Thanks to Kac’s theorem [Ka] and the categorification of cluster
algebras [CK], the set of clusters of the cluster algebra Ag of @ [FZ] can be described in terms of the root
system. More explicitly, using the notion of real Schur roots and the inductive formula of FE-invariants
due to Schofield and Crawley-Boevey [CB2, S], we introduce the set Clus(Q) of clusters of Ag equipped
with a partial order (see Definition 3.1). A precluster is a subset of a cluster, and a positive precluster is a
precluster which does not contain negative simple roots. We denote by pClus(Q) and pClus, (Q) the set of
preclusters and positive preclusters of Ag respectively. We denote by 2-silt RQ) (respectively, 2-psilt RQ,
s-tilt RQ, ptilt RQ) the set of additive equivalence classes of 2-term silting complexes (respectively, 2-term
presilting complexes, support tilting modules, partial tilting modules) of RQ). The following our main
result generalizes a bijection due to Ingalls-Thomas [IT] for the case R is a field.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 3.4). Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring which is ring indecomposable,
and Q a finite acyclic quiver. Then we have isomorphisms of posets

Clus(Q) ~ 2-silt RQ ~ s-tilt RQ

and bijections
pClus(Q) ~ 2-psilt RQ and pClus, (Q) ~ ptilt RQ.

Now we explain our second aim. Let A be a Noetherian R-algebra, and mod A the category of finitely
generated left A-modules. A subcategory T of mod A is called a torsion class if it is closed under taking
factor modules and extensions. We denote by tors A the set of all torsion classes of mod A. There are a
number of results to give explicit descriptions of tors A, e.g. [AIR, Ga, IT, IK1, IK2, SW].

When a Noetherian algebra A is compatible (see Section 4), there is a nice description of tors A, see
(4.1). For example, if R is a semilocal ring of dimension one, then any Noetherian R-algebra is compatible
[IK1, Theorem 1.5]. Another sufficient condition is given by [IK1, Corollary 1.8]. In particular, if R is a
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commutative Noetherian ring containing a field and @ is a Dynkin quiver, then the path algebra RQ is
compatible. The following our second result enables us to drop the assumption that R contains a field.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 4.1). Let Q be a Dynkin quiver, and R a commutative Noetherian ring. Then
RQ is compatible, and we have an isomorphism of posets

tors R() ~ Hompeset (Spec R, Clus(Q)).

Here, for posets X,Y, we denote by Hompeset(X,Y) the set of order-preserving maps from X to Y.
This is a poset with the following order: g < f if g(x) < f(x) holds for any = € X.

Conventions. Unless stated otherwise, all modules are left modules. The composition of morphisms
f: X —=Yandg:Y — Z is denoted by gf : X — Z.

For an additive category A and an object X € A, we denote by add X the full subcategory of A
consisting of direct summands of finite direct sums of X. We call X,Y € A additively equivalent if
add X = addY.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Preliminaries on Schur roots. Throughout this subsection, let @) a finite acyclic quiver. Define
bilinear forms (—, —) and (—, —) : Z¥° x Z% — 7Z by
(a:,y> = Z TiYi — Z Ts(a)Yt(a) and (.Z',y) = <‘Tay> + <y7‘7:>
1€Qo ac@Qn
We denote by ¢; = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0) € Z% the i-th simple root, and II := {e; | i € Qg}. For each
i € Qo, a simple reflection s; € Autz(Z90) is defined by
si(x) i=x — (x,85)e;.
The Coxeter group Wg of Q is a subgroup of Autz(Z%°) generated by {s; | i € Qp}. Consider the set of
real roots:
Q¢ = Woll = {we; | w e Wy, i € Qo}.

Let k be an algebraically closed field. A kQ-module X is said to be exceptional if Endgg(X) = k and
Ext,lfQ (X, X) = 0. We denote by excep kQ the set of isomorphism classes of exceptional k@Q-modules. As
a special case of Kac’s theorem [Kal], we have an injective map dim : excep k@ — ®™. We define the set
of real Schur roots as

@™ := dim(excep kQ).
Note that ®™ does not depend on the choice of k (e.g. [HK, Corollary 4.8]).

For z,y € Z%°, we write x < y if ; < y; for each i € Qq, and write z < y if x <y and x # y hold.
Definition 2.1. [S] Define a map E(—,—) : N9 x NQ — N inductively by the formula E(z,0) = 0 =
E(0,y) and

B(z,y) == max{—(z',y —y) |0<a’ <z, 0<y <y, BE@@',x—2')=0=E@,y -y}

By [S, Theorem 5.4] (see also [DW, Theorem 10.12.7]), the following equalities also hold.

E(z,y) = max{—(z,y —y) |0 <y <y, E@y,y—y)=0}
=max{—(z —2',y) |0< 2’ <z, E(x',z—2')=0}.
By [S, Theorem 5.4] and [CB2], for each algebraically closed field k, the following equality holds.
E(a, f) = min{dimy, ExtiQ(M, N)| M,N € modk@, dim M = «a, dim N = }.

Now we recall results by Crawley-Boevery. Let R be a commutative ring, and R(Q the path algebra.
We say that X € mod RQ is a lattice if X is a finitely generated projective R-module. For an RQ-lattice
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X such that ¢; X is a free R-module of finite rank for each i € Qg (e.g. R is a principal ideal domain),
let rank X := (ranke; X); € N9, An RQ-module X is rigid if Ext}%Q(X,X) = 0, and is exceptional if it
is a rigid lattice and a natural morphism R — Endprg(X) is an isomorphism. Let excep RQ be the set of
isomorphism classes of exceptional RQ-lattices.

Proposition 2.2. Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver and R a principal ideal domain.

(a) [CB1, Lemma 1] For each rigid RQ-lattices X and Y, EXt}%Q(X,Y) s free R-module of rank
E(rank X,rankY’).

(b) [CB1, Theorem 1] A map X ~ rank X gives a bijection excep RQ ~ ®'S.

(c) [CB1, Theorem 2| Any finitely generated rigid RQ-module is a direct sum of exceptional RQ-
lattices.

(d) [CB3, Lemma 3.1] Let S be a commutative ring, X an SQ-lattice and Y an SQ-module. Then
proj.dimgg X <1 holds. For each morphism S — T of commutative rings, T ®g ExtiSQ(X, Y) ~
Extl;pQ(T ®s X, T ®gY) holds fori=0,1.

2.2. Preliminaries on silting theory. Let A be a ring. We denote by K" (proj A) the homotopy category
of the category proj A of finitely generated projective A-modules.

Definition 2.3. Let A be a ring.

(1) We say that P € KP(proj A) is presilting if Hom(P, P[i]) = 0 holds for any i > 0, and P is silting if
it is presilting and the smallest thick subcategory thick P of KP(proj A) containing P is KP(proj A).

(2) We say that a complex in KP(proj A) is 2-term if it is concentrated in degree —1 and 0.

(3) A 2-term silting (respectively, 2-term presilting) complez is a silting (respectively, presilting) com-
plex which is 2-term. We denote by 2-silt A (respectively, 2-psilt A) the set of additive equivalence
classes of 2-term silting (respectively, 2-term presilting) complexes. Then 2-silt A is a poset with
the following order: @ < P if Homys proj 2y (£ Q[1]) = 0.

We denote by D(A) := D(Mod A) the derived category of the category Mod A of left A-modules. For
M € modA, we denote by Gen M the subcategory of Mod A consisting of factor modules of (possibly
infinite) direct sums of copies of M. Let gen M := Gen M N mod A.

The following observation is standard for finite dimensional algebras [AIR], [IJY, Theorem 3.3].

Lemma 2.4. Let A be a ring, e € A an idempotent, A= A/e) and (=) == A @y — : KP(projA) —
Kb(proj A). For a 2-term complex P € Kb(proj A), the following conditions are equivalent.
(i) Ae[l] ® P € 2-silt A (respectively, 2-psilt A ). B
(i) eH°(P) =0 and P € 2-silt A (respectively, 2-psilt A).
Proof. For a 2-term complex P € KP(projA), let @ := Ae[1] @ P. Consider subcategories
Tg := {X € Mod A | Homp»)(Q, X[1]) = 0} and Tp:={Y € ModA | HomD(K)(ﬁ,Y[l]) = 0}.

By [IK1, Proposition A.2], we have Q € 2-psiltA < 7o 2 GenHO(Q) and P € 2-psiltA & T D
Gen H°(P). By [IK1, Corollary A.5], we have Q € 2-siltA < To = Gen H(Q) and P € 2-siltA <
T5 = Gen HY(P). Consequently, it suffices to show that 7o = T3 and Gen H°(Q) = Gen H°(P). The
first equality follows from {X € Mod A | Hompx)(Ae[l], X[1]) = 0} = Mod A and Homps) (P, Y[1]) =~
Homp, 3, (P,Y[1]) holds for each Y € Mod A, and the second one follows from H%(Q) = H°(P) = H°(P).

O
Proposition 2.5. Let A be a left Noetherian ring, e € A an idempotent and N = A/{e) and (—) :=
A@p —: KP(projA) — KP(projA). If (=) : proj A — proj A is dense, then we have surjective maps

(=) :2-silt A — 2silt A and (=) : 2-psilt A — 2-psilt A,
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where the first map is order-preserving. Moreover, for each Q € 2-silt A (respectively, Q € 2-psilt A), there
exists P € 2silt A (respectively, P € 2-psilt A) satisfying Q ~ P and H°(Q) ~ H°(P).

Proof. These maps are well-defined by [IK1, Lemma 2.13]. Since the functor (—) : proj A — proj A is full

and dense, for any 2-term complex Q € KP(projA), there exists S = (P~! EN PY%) € KP(proj A) such that

Q ~ S. Since A is left Noetherian, there exists an exact sequence P’ gy PO — PO — 0 with P’ € add Ae.

Then P := Ae[l]@(]i_leap’ Y9, PY) satisfies Q ~ S ~ P and H°(Q) ~ H°(S) ~ H°(P). If Q € 2-silt A

(respectively, 2-psilt A), then P € 2-silt A (respectively, 2-psilt A) holds by Lemma 2.4. Thus the assertion

holds. O
We give an example of (A, e) such that the assumption in Proposition 2.5 is satisfied.

Example 2.6. Let R be a commutative ring, @@ an acyclic quiver. For a subset I C Qq, let Q' be a full
subquiver of @ with Q) = Qo \ I. Then the functor RQ’ ®rg — : proj RQ — proj RQ’ is dense.

Proof. Let e := 3 ,crei, f:=1—¢, A:= f(RQ)f and J := f(e)f. Then RQ" ~ RQ/(e) ~ A/J holds.
Since proj A ~ add RQf C proj RQ, it suffices to show that RQ’ ®, — : proj A — proj RQ' is dense. This
follows from the fact that J is a nilpotent ideal of A. O

In the rest, let R be a commutative Noetherian ring and A a Noetherian R-algebra. We use the following
observation later, where (—), is the localization at p € Spec R.

Proposition 2.7. [IK1, Proposition 4.15] Assume that R is ring indecomposable. Then for a Noetherian
R-algebra A, the following (a) and (a') are equivalent.
(a) (—=)p:2-silt A — 2-silt Ay is an isomorphism of posets for any p € Spec R.
(') The following statements hold.
(i) (=)p : 2-silt A = 2-silt Ay is surjective for any p € Spec R.
(ii) (=)q:2-silt Ay = 2-silt Aq is an isomorphism of posets for any pair p 2 q in Spec R.
We denote by fl A the category of finite length A-modules. For p € Spec R, we have an isomorphism of
posets
tors(flAy) — tors(k(p) ®r A), T — T Nmod(k(p) ®r A), (2.1)
see [Ki, Theorem 5.4]. We use the following observation later.
Proposition 2.8. [IK1, Theorem 4.13] Let A be a Noetherian R-algebra such that R is ring indecompos-
able and the following conditions are satisfied.
(a) (—=)p : 2-silt A — 2-silt Ay, is an isomorphism of posets for any p € Spec R.
(b) The map 2-silt Ay — tors(k(p) ®r, A), P~ gen(k(p) @r, H°(P)) is surjective for any p € Spec R.
Then A is compatible, and we have an isomorphism of posets
tors A >~ Homypeeet (Spec R, 2-silt A).

Proof. Let s-tors(fl Ap) := {fl A, N gen HO(P) | P € 2-silt A, }. Thanks to the bijection (2.1), the condition
(b) is equivalent to s-tors(fl A,) = tors(fl A,). Thus the assertion follows immediately from [IK1, Theorem
4.13]. O

3. CLUSTERS AND SILTING MODULES OVER RQ)

We define clusters which play an important role in this paper.

Definition 3.1. Let @ be a finite acyclic quiver, S the set of real Schur roots, and —II = {—¢; | i € Qo}.
(a) Consider the set of cluster variables

Cv(Q) := & L (-II).
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(b) For a subset S of Cv(Q), let Sy := SN @ and S_ := S\ S;. We call S a precluster if the
following conditions are satisfied.
(i) For each o, 8 € S4, we have E(a, 8) =0,
(ii) For each o € Sy and —¢; € S_, we have ¢ ¢ Suppa := {i € Qo | a; # 0}.
A cluster is a precluster set which is maximal with respect to the inclusion. A precluster S is
called positive if S = S;. We denote by Clus(Q) (respectively, pClus(Q), pClus, (Q)) the set of all
clusters (respectively, preclusters, positive preclusters).
(c) For 8,8 € Clus(Q), we write S > &' if the following conditions are satisfied.
(i) E(a,) =0 for each o« € S and o/ € §'.
(i) S- c S
Remark 3.2. For a full subquiver Q' of Q, RQ' is a factor algebra of RQ modulo the ideal generated by

the idempotent e = Zier\Qg e;. Thus we can identify mod RQ’ with the Serre subcategory of mod RQ
consisting of M satisfying eM = 0. In particular, we have

Extpo(X,Y) ~ Extpo (X,Y) for X,Y € mod RQ'.
For example, an RQ-module M is an RQ’-module if and only if Suppa C Q) holds.

Definition 3.3. Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring, @) a finite acyclic quiver and T' € mod RQ).

(1) T is a partial tilting module if there exists an exact sequence 0 — P~t — PY — T — 0 with
P € proj RQ and Ext}%Q (T, T) = 0 holds. Also T is a tilting module if it is a partial tilting and
there exists an exact sequence 0 — RQ — T — T! — 0 with T € addT. We denote by ptilt RQ
the set of additive equivalence classes of partial tilting RQ-modules.

(2) T is a support tilting RQ-module if there exists a full subquiver @’ of @ such that T is a tilting
R(Q'-module. We denote by s-tilt RQ the set of additive equivalence classes of support tilting
RQ-modules. Then s-tilt RQ is a poset with the following order: N < M if gen N C gen M.

We denote the inverse of the map in Proposition 2.2(b) by
M_: 3 ~excepZQ, ars M,,
and let M_., =0 for each i € QQp. Let R be a commutative ring, « € Cv(Q) and S C Cv(Q). We define

ME := Ry M, € mod RQ and M := P MF € Mod RQ.
a€eS
For each v € ®™, we have proj.dimzg M, < 1 by Proposition 2.2(d). Let P, = (P;' — PJ) € KP(proj ZQ)
be a projective resolution of M,. For i € Qq, let P_., := (ZQ)e;[1] € K" (proj ZQ). We define

Pl = R@y Py € K°(proj RQ) and P& := P PF € K°(Proj RQ).
aEeS
Clearly P® ~ MZ and PE ~ ME hold in D(RQ), and H'(P®) = MZ and HO(PE) = ME hold in
Mod RQ.
Now we are ready to state our main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.4. Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring which is ring indecomposable, and Q a finite
acyclic quiver.
(a) We have isomorphisms of posets

R PR . HO .
M : Clus(Q) —— 2-silt RQ —— s-tilt RQ.
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(b) We have bijections
PE. pClus(Q) ~ 2-psilt RQ and ME. pClus (@) ~ ptilt RQ.
The first step of the proof of Theorem 3.4 is the following observation.

Proposition 3.5. Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring, Q a finite acyclic quiver. We have the
following three injective maps, which are bijective if R is a principal ideal domain.
(a) (cf.[CB3, Theorem B]) M : & — excep RQ,
(b) M2 : pClus, (Q) — ptilt RQ, P : pClus(Q) — 2-psilt RQ, ME : Clus(Q) — s-tilt RQ and PZ :
Clus(Q) — 2-silt RQ.

We start with proving (a).

Proof of Proposition 3.5(a). Since M, is an exceptional ZQ-lattice by Proposition 2.2(b), Mt = Rz M,
is an exceptional RQ-lattice by Proposition 2.2(d). Thus the map in (a) is well-defined. This map is
injective since rank M = o holds. This map is bijective by Proposition 2.2(b) if R is a principal ideal
domain. 0

For S C Cv(Q), let Q° be the full subquiver of Q with Q5 = {i € Qo | —¢; ¢ S}.

Lemma 3.6. Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring, @ a finite acyclic quiver and S C Cv(Q). Then
S € pClus(Q) if and only if Mg is a partial tilting RQS-module if and only if P§ € 2-psilt RQ). In this
case, |S| < [Qol.

Proof. (i) We prove S € pClus(Q) if and only if MZ is an RQ-module satisfying Ext}%Q(Mg,Mg) = 0.
By Remark 3.2, the condition Definition 3.1(ii) is equivalent to that M& is an RQS-module. Now assume
that these conditions hold. By Proposition 2.2(d), M § has projective dimension at most one as both an
RQ-module and an RQ°-module. Moreover, for a, 3 € ®, by Proposition 2.2(a)(d), we have E(a,3) =0
if and only if EX‘U%Q(MO“ Mpg) = 0 if and only if Ext}%Q(Mf, Méz) = 0. Thus the condition Definition
3.1(i) equivalent to that Ext}%Q(Mg, ME)=o0.

(ii) We prove S € pClus(Q) implies |S| < |Qo|. Let k be a field. By (i), M¥% is a kQ-module with
Ext,lfQ(Mg,Mé) = 0. Thus |S4| = ]MféJ <|Q§| = |Qo| — |S-| and hence |S| < |Qo| as desired.

(iii) By (i) and (ii), the first equivalence and the last claim are proved.

(iv) We prove the second equivalence. We always have EX‘L}QQ(M B ME) ~ Homp, RQ)(P‘Q , P‘i [1]) and
Homppe) (P&, P& [1]) = 0. Moreover, M is an RQ®-module if and only if Hompgg) (P&, P‘i [1]) = 0.
Thus the assertion follows. (Alternatively it follows from Lemma 2.4.) O

We use the following lemma to prove Proposition 3.5(b).

Lemma 3.7. Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver, R a principal ideal domain, and S € pClus(Q). Then the
following conditions are equivalent.
(i) S € Clus(Q).

(il)r Mg is a tilting RQ®-module.

(iii) |S] = |Qol-
Proof. Take a morphism of rings R — k for a field k. By Lemma 3.6, M g is a partial tilting RQ°-module,
and M§ is a partial tilting kQ-module.

(i) = (ii)g Taking the Bongartz completion (cf. proof of [ASS, VI.Lemma 2.4]), we obtain an RQS-
module N and an exact sequence

0> RQ° = N— M —0,
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with M’ € add M such that M g @ N is a tilting RQS-module. By this sequence, N is an RQS-lattice.
By Proposition 2.2(b)(c), there exists a subset S’ C ®™ such that add N = add M£. By Lemma 3.6,
S UGS is a precluster. By maximality of S, we have &’ C S and hence add ME = add(MZ% & N). Thus
M § is a tilting RQ°-module.

(ii)g = (ii)x Applying k ®p — to the exact sequence 0 — RQS — T° — T — 0 with 7% € add Mg,
we obtain an exact sequence 0 — kQ° — k@rT° - k@r T' — 0 with k @r T" € addMg. Thus M"; is
a tilting kQS-module.

(i), < (iii) We have |Sy| = |[ME|. By [ASS, VI. Corollary 4.4], M¥ is a tilting kQ°-module if and only
if |S;| = |Q§] if and only if |S| = |Qol.

(ili) = (i) Let S € &’ € pClus(Q). Then |Qo| = |S] < |S’] < |Qo| holds by Lemma 3.6. ThusS =§'. O

Proof of Proposition 8.5(b). By Lemma 3.6, M : pClus(Q) — ptilt RQ and P : pClus(Q) — 2-psilt RQ
are well-defined. To prove the well-definedness of the other maps, let S € Clus(@). Applying Lemma
3.7 for R = 7Z, there exists an exact sequence 0 — ZQ° — T — T! — 0 with 7% € add Ms. Applying
the functor R ®z (—), we obtain an exact sequence 0 — RQ° — R®zT° - R®z T' — 0 with
R ®7 T € add Méz. Thus Mg is a tilting RQ°S-module, and hence Mg € s-tilt RQ.

To prove P§ € 2-silt RQ), it suffices to show R(Q € thickPg. Let e := Z—sies e;, then P§ = Péi &3]
RQel[1]. Since M£ is a tilting RQ°-module by Lemma 3.7, we have RQ® € thick Méi = thick Péi. We
have an exact sequence 0 — (¢) — RQ — RQ°S — 0 such that (e) € proj RQ by Proposition 2.2(d). Since
(e) € gen RQe, we have (e) € add RQe. Thus RQ € thick P holds, as desired. (Alternatively it follows
from Lemma 2.4.)

We prove the injectivity of M : Clus(Q) — s-tilt RQ. Take a morphism of rings R — k for a field k.
Let 8,8’ € Clus(Q) with add M% = add ME. Then add M¥% = add M%, holds. Thus {dim M} | o € S} =
{dim M* | « € 8} and hence S; = &', holds by (a). Since each cluster S is determined by Sy, we have
S =&'. Thus ME is injective. The proof of the other maps are similar.

For a principal ideal domain R, we prove the surjectivity of M % : Clus(Q) — s-tilt RQ. For T € s-tilt RQ,
by Proposition 2.2(c), there exists &’ C ®™ such that ME ~ T. Let S = &' U{—¢; | i € Qo,e;T = 0}.
Then T is a tilting RQS-module. By Lemma 3.7, S is a cluster satisfying M g ~ T. The proof of the
other maps are similar. O

The second step of the proof of Theorem 3.4 is the following observations.

Lemma 3.8. Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver, and R a commutative Noetherian ring.
(a) If k is a field, then M* : Clus(Q) — s-tilt kQ is an isomorphism of posets.
(b) If R is a local ring, then P : Clus(Q) — 2-silt RQ is an isomorphism of posets.
(c) For each prime ideals p O q of R, (—)q : 2-silt RyQ — 2-silt RyQ is an isomorphism of posets.
(d) If R is ring indecomposable, then for any p € Spec R, (—)p : 2-silt RQ — 2-silt R,Q is an isomor-
phism of posets.

Proof. (a) Since k is a field, we have a bijection M* : Clus(Q) — s-tilt kQ by Proposition 3.5(b). It
remains to show that, for S,8" € Clus(Q), S > &' if and only if ME > ME,, that is, gen ME D gen ME,.
Since M fé is a tilting kQS-module, gen M fé Dgen M f;, holds if and only if M f;, is a kQ°-module satisfying
ExtllfQS(M‘];, ME,) = 0. These are nothing but the conditions (ii) and (i) in Definition 3.1(c).

(b) Let (R, m, k) be a local ring. Consider the maps

PE . kQpr— . H° .
Clus(Q) — 2-silt RQ —— 2-silt kQ — s-tilt kQ.

By [IK1, Proposition 4.3] and since RQ is a semi-perfect ring, k ® g — is an isomorphism of posets. By
[AIR] and since the fact that support tilting k@Q-modules are nothing but support 7-tilting k@Q-modules,
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HY is an isomorphism of posets. Moreover the composite H% o (k ®g —) o P = MF : Clus(Q) — s-tilt kQ
is an isomorphism of posets by (a). Thus the map P® : Clus(Q) — 2-silt RQ is an isomorphism of posets.

pv _
(c) We have pha = |:C|US(Q) — 2-silt Ry Q a, 2—si|thQ]. Since both of P and P are
isomorphisms of posets by (b), so is (—)q : 2-silt R,Q — 2-silt R,Q.

pPE -
(d) Since P = [Clus(Q) — 2-silt RQ vy o it RqQ] is an isomorphism by (b), (=), : 2-silt RQ —

2-silt R, Q is surjective. Thanks to (c) and Proposition 2.7(a)=(a), (—)p : 2-silt RQ — 2-silt RyQ is an
isomorphism of posets. U

Proof of Theorem 3.4. (a) Take any p € Spec R. Since

R
plv — [Clus(Q) 7, 2sitRQ T 2t RqQ]

and (=), : 2-silt RQ — 2-silt R,Q are isomorphisms of posets by Lemma 3.8(b) and (d), so is P® :
Clus(Q) — 2-silt RQ. Since the injective map MF : Clus(Q) — s-tilt RQ given in Proposition 3.5 is
a composition H o PE, we have an injective map H® : 2-silt RQ — s-tilt RQ. This is bijective by
Proposition 2.5 and Example 2.6, and an isomorphism of posets by [IK1, Proposition A.6].

This is bijective by Proposition 2.5, and an isomorphism of posets by [IK1, Proposition A.6].

(b) Thanks to Proposition 3.5, it suffices to prove surjectivity. Let P € 2-psilt RQ. Then Bongartz
completion [IJY, Lemma 4.2] gives P’ € KP(proj RQ) such that P @ P’ € 2-silt RQ. By (a), there exists
S € Clus(Q) satisfying add(P& P') = add PE. For each p € Spec R, the category add P‘f” is Krull-Schmidt
since EndD(RpQ)(pr) = R, is a local ring for each o € Cv(Q). Thus there exists a subset S C S such
that add P, = add Pgy.

We claim that SP is independent of p € Spec R. For each p O q in Spec R, applying (—)q for add P, =
add ng, we have add ng{‘ = add Py = add Pg,“ and hence S9 = SP. Since R is ring indecomposable, the
claim follows. Thus there exists S’ C S satisfying add B, = add ng = add(Péz,)]J for each p € Spec R. By
[IW, Proposition 2.26], we have add P = add Pg,. Thus P% : pClus(Q) — 2-psilt RQ is surjective.

For each M € ptilt RQ, let P be a (2-term) projective resolution of M. Then P € 2-psilt RQ and
H%(P) = M hold. There exists S € pClus(Q) satisfying add P = add PZ. Then S, € pClus, (Q) satisfies
add M‘g = add H°(PE) = add H(P) = add M. Thus M2 : pClus, (Q) — ptilt RQ is surjective. O

4. TORSION CLASSES ON DYNKIN QUIVERS

For a prime ideal p of R, let k(p) = R,/pRy, Ay = Ry, ®p A, and we consider a finite dimensional
k(p)-algebra k(p) ®r A. By [IK1, Theorem 3.16], there exists a canonical injective map

O, torsA — Tgr(A) := H tors(k(p) ®g A), T — (k(p) ®r T )peSpec R
peSpec R
where k(p) @ T := {k(p) ®r X | X € T} is a torsion class of mod(k(p) @z A). One of the fundamental
problems is to give an explicit description of the image of this map. A necessary condition for elements
in Tr(A) to belong to Im @y is the following: For prime ideals p O q of R, we have a map
Tpq @ tors(k(p) ®p A) — tors(k(q) ®r A), T — k(q) @r, {X € mod A, | K(p) ®r, X € T}

It is known that any element (A®), in Im @ is compatible, that is, rpq(X?) O A9 holds for any prime ideals
p 2 q of R [IK1, Proposition 3.20]. We say that a Noetherian R-algebra A is compatible if all compatible
elements of Tr(A) belong to Im ®;. Then tors A can be described as follows:

tors A ~ {(Xp)p € Tr(A) | 1pg(AP) D X9, "p D g€ SpecR}. (4.1)
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Now we prove our second main result of this paper. It was proved in [IK1, Example 4.19] under the
additional assumption that the ring R contains a field.

Theorem 4.1. Let QQ be a Dynkin quiver, and R a commutative Noetherian ring. Then RQ) is compatible,
and we have isomorphisms of posets

tors RQ ~ Hompeset (Spec R, 2-silt RQ)) ~ Homyeset (Spec R, Clus(Q)).

Proof. By Theorem 3.4, it suffices to prove the left isomorphism. Clearly we can assume that R is ring
indecomposable (see the proof of [IK1, Corollary 4.18]). Thanks to Proposition 2.8, it suffices to show
that A = RQ satisfies the conditions (a) and (b) there.

(a) This is immediate from by Lemma 3.8(d).

(b) By [IK1, Proposition 4.3] and [AIR], we have isomorphisms of posets

2-silt R, @ % 2-silt(k(p)Q) % f-tors(k(p)Q) = tors(k(p)Q),

~

where the last equality holds since @) is Dynkin. d
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